Dendritic cells (DCs) are professional antigen presenting cells located at mucosal surfaces and lymphoid tissues. Their main role is to present antigens to T cells and thus regulate the initiation of the acquired immune response and modulate tolerance mechanisms towards self-antigens. Despite their relevance, not many studies have addressed the identification and characterization of specific DC subsets in teleost fish. Previous studies in our group identified a DC subpopulation co-expressing CD8α and major histocompatibility complex II (MHC II) on the cell surface in rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) skin and gills. A complete functional and phenotypical characterization of these cell subsets was then undertaken, unequivocally recognizing them as DCs (CD8 + DCs). In the current study, we report the identification of a homologous population in rainbow trout intestinal lamina propria (LP). We have studied the main features of these intestinal CD8 + DCs, comparing them to those of CD8 + DCs from another mucosal tissue (gills). Interestingly, intestinal CD8 + DCs exhibited significant phenotypical and functional differences when compared to gill CD8 + DCs, suggesting that the location of DCs strongly conditions their activation state. These results will contribute to further expand our knowledge on how intestinal immune responses are regulated in fish, helping us to rationally design oral vaccines in the future.
Introduction
Oral vaccines are highly demanded by the aquaculture sector that requests alternatives to the labor-intensive injectable vaccines that require individual handling of fish, provoking stress-related immunosuppression and handling mortalities. Despite this, most previous attempts to obtain effective oral vaccines have failed both in fish as they have in mammals [1] . Although the fact that the antigen reaches the intestinal mucosa intact is an important issue when designing oral vaccines, recent advances in antigen protection through diverse encapsulating techniques have solved this issue [1] . Nevertheless oral vaccines are often not fully protective. Therefore, it seems that the lack of effectiveness of oral vaccines could be a consequence of the very strict tolerance mechanisms that regulate the intestine. Immune cells within this mucosa are at the frontline of antigen encounter, having to balance the delicate equilibrium between tolerance and immunity in a microbe-rich aquatic environment. Thus, the intestinal immune system is responsible for the maintenance of tolerance to self-antigens or innocuous antigens, such as food or commensal bacteria, while it has to be capable of triggering an effective immune response to potentially harmful antigens (reviewed in Ref. [2] ). In this context, it seems essential to unravel how intestinal immunity is regulated in teleost fish.
Dendritic cells (DCs) are professional antigen presenting cells (APCs) that play a key role in regulating the onset of adaptive immune responses. Owing to high levels of expression of a wide range of pattern recognition receptors, they are able to rapidly sense invading microbes at mucosal surfaces, internalize them, and present them in the context of major histocompatibility complex (MHC) I (intracellular antigens) or MHC II (extracellular antigens) to T cells to start an adaptive immune response [3] . In this sense, intestinal DCs have been shown to be essential for both the induction of immunity and the maintenance of homeostasis, being this the reason why many novel oral vaccination strategies in mammals focused on directing antigens to DCs [4] . In these studies, it has been demonstrated that in order to stimulate an appropriate adaptive immune response within a mucosa, antigens need to be targeted to the correct DC subset through the use of specific adjuvants.
Despite the relevance of DCs in regulating adaptive immune responses, not many studies have been focused at studying these cells in teleost fish. The very first studies that dealt with DCs in teleost fish, indirectly demonstrated that these cells were also present in these species through the identification of cells containing Birbeck granules [5] , cells with DC-like morphology [6] or cells expressing transcripts of specific DC markers [7] . Additional studies described the optimization of protocols to enrich leukocytes in DC-like cells [8, 9] . However, it was https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2019.04.001 Received 4 October 2018; Received in revised form 22 March 2019; Accepted 2 April 2019 not until 2015, that a specific DC subset was identified in the skin of rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) [10] . This DC subpopulation was identified through flow cytometry combining specific antibodies against CD8α and MHC II. These cells transcribed high levels of specific DC markers and inappreciable levels of transcription of T cell markers. At a functional level, these skin CD8 + DCs were highly phagocytic, had the capacity to activate T cells and responded to antigenic stimulations both in vivo and in vitro [10] . Later on, a similar subpopulation was identified in rainbow trout gills [11] . Interestingly, the CD8 + DC populations described in rainbow trout skin and gills expressed a series of immune markers and transcription factors that are exclusive to DCs that have the capacity to cross-present antigens [10, 11] , pointing to these cells as a potential common ancestor of the diverse DC populations that have cross-presenting capacities in human and mice. Cross-presentation refers to the capacity of specific subsets of DCs to acquire extracellular antigens, process them and present them in the context of MHC I [12] . Murine cross-presenting DCs include resident CD8 + DCs found in secondary immune organs, mainly spleen and lymph nodes [13] and migratory CD103 + DCs present in mucosal tissues such as skin, lungs and intestine [14] . In humans, differently, cross-presenting DCs are characterized by the expression of CD141 [15] . Despite the expression of distinct surface markers, all DCs with cross-presenting capacities from both mice and human share common exclusive features. Among these, for instance, is the fact that these cells use TLR3 to respond to viral stimuli [16] [17] [18] , whereas other non-cross-presenting DC subsets lack TLR3 expression. Additionally, the functionality of all these cross-presenting populations is regulated by the fms-like tyrosine kinase 3 (Flt3) ligand, IFN regulatory protein 8 (IRF8) [19, 20] and Batf3 [21, 22] . Although in the digestive tract of mammals a variety of subpopulations of DCs can be found throughout the lamina propria (LP) and associated lymph nodes [23] , whether DCs are also found in the teleost intestinal mucosa has never been studied and this is what we have addressed in the current study. As performed in skin and gills, we have combined anti-CD8 and anti-MHC II antibodies to identify a CD8 + DC subset in the rainbow trout intestinal mucosa. We have performed some essential phenotypic and functional analysis to unequivocally establish that these cells correspond in fact to a DC subset. Interestingly, these CD8 + DCs showed some unique features when compared to the equivalent populations in gills and skin, pointing to distinctive traits of CD8 + DCs within the intestine. Interestingly, these specific features suggest a more tolerogenic profile of intestinal CD8 + DCs when compared to the corresponding DC subsets in gills. Expanding our knowledge on how DCs are regulated in the teleost intestine, will greatly contribute to understand how adaptive immunity can breach the strong tolerance mechanisms present in this tissue and thus develop effective oral vaccines.
Materials and Methods

Experimental fish
Female rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) of ∼50 g were obtained from Piscifactoría Cifuentes (Guadalajara, Spain) and maintained at the animal facilities of the Animal Health Research Center (CISA-INIA) in an aerated recirculating water system at 16°C, with 12:12 h light:dark photoperiod. Fish were fed twice a day with a commercial diet (Skretting, Spain). Prior to any experimental procedure, fish were acclimatized to laboratory conditions for at least 2 weeks. All of the experiments described comply with the Guidelines of the European Union Council (2010/63/EU) for use of laboratory animals and have been approved by the Instituto Nacional de Investigación Agraria y Alimentaria (INIA) Ethics Committee (PROEX002/17).
Leukocyte isolation
Rainbow trout were killed by benzocaine (Sigma) overdose. A transcardial perfusion of the rainbow trout was performed using Ringer solution pH 7.4 containing 0.1% procaine to remove blood from fish tissues. Single cell suspensions from spleen and gills were prepared using 100 μm nylon cell strainers (BD Biosciences) and Leibovitz medium (L-15, Life Technologies) supplemented with 100 I·U./ml penicillin and 100 μg/ml streptomycin (P/S) and 5% fetal calf serum (FCS) (all supplements from Life Technologies). Intestine cell suspensions were also prepared using the midgut and hindgut regions. For this, prior to cell extraction, small pieces of intestine were incubated for 30 min at 4°C in L-15 medium with antibiotics (P/S) and 5% FCS, followed by agitation for 30 min in PBS containing 1 mM EDTA and 1 mM DTT. Tissue digestion was performed using 0.15 mg/ml collagenase type IV from Clostridium histolyticum (Sigma) in L-15 for 30 min at 20°C. All cell suspensions were placed onto 30/51% Percoll density gradients and centrifuged at 500×g for 30 min at 4°C. Cells at the interface were collected and washed twice in L-15 medium containing 5% FCS.
Flow cytometry
For the identification of DC populations, leukocytes were incubated for 30 min with an anti-trout CD8α (mAb rat IgG; 7 μg/ml) [24] To determine the levels of expression of surface CCR7 in CD8 + DC populations, intestinal leukocytes were incubated with the anti-trout CD8α in combination with a specific anti-CCR7 polyclonal antibody (pAb rabbit IgG; 2 μg/ml) [25] . After 30 min, the cells were washed twice with FACS staining buffer and stained 20 min with secondary antibodies that included an R-phycoerythrin F(ab') 2 fragment of goat anti-rat IgG (H + L) and an Alexa Fluor ® 488 F(ab') 2 fragment of goat anti-rabbit IgG (H + L) (Life Technologies). After this time, cells were washed again and stained with anti-MHC II coupled to allophycocyanin as described above. In all cases, isotype controls for mouse and rat mAbs and rabbit pAb (BD Biosciences) were tested in parallel to discard unspecific binding of the Abs. All the incubations were performed at 4°C. Cell viability was checked using YOPRO-1 (0.05 μM). Dead cells (YOPRO-1 + cells) and doublets were excluded from the analysis following the gating strategy described in Supplementary Fig. 1 .
Confocal microscopy
Intestinal leukocyte suspensions were seeded on a poly-L-lysine--coated slide and incubated at 16°C for 30 min. After gently washing with PBS, the slides were dried and fixed in ice-cold acetone for 15 min. The fixed samples were incubated for 1 h at room temperature (RT) with blocking solution (TBS, pH 7.5 containing 0.01% BSA and 0.5% saponin). The samples were then incubated with mAbs against trout CD8α (50 μg/ml) and trout MHC class II (coupled to allophycocyanin, 10 μg/ml) for 1 h at RT. Thereafter, slides were washed with TBS and incubated with an anti-rat IgG (H + L) Alexa Fluor 488 conjugate for 30 min at 4°C. Slides were counterstained with 1 μg/ml DAPI (Sigma). Laser scanning confocal microscopy images (0.3 μm thickness) were acquired with an inverted Zeiss Axiovert LSM 880 microscope. Images were analyzed with Zen 2.0 (Carl Zeiss) and Fiji (NIH) software packages.
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Rainbow trout intestine from anesthetized and exsanguinated rainbow trout were immediately fixed in 1:3 acetic acid: methanol overnight at RT, further incubated in a sucrose gradient for 48 h (15% and 30% sucrose in PBS), then embedded in PolyFreeze cryostat mounting medium (Sigma) and stored at −80 ○ C until use. Cryostat sections with a thickness of 10 μm were prepared using a Leica CM3050 microtome and placed on SuperFrost glass slides (Menzel-Gläser). Dry sections were fixed in acetone at −20°C for 20 min, air dried, encircled with a hydrophobic compound (ImmunoPen; Calbiochem), incubated for 1 h at RT with blocking solution (TBS buffer pH 7.5, containing 0.01% BSA, 0.5% saponin, 0.02% Tween-20) and then stained with mAbs against trout MHC II (coupled to allophycocyanin) and CD8α as described above. Slides were counterstained with 1 μg/ml DAPI. Laser scanning confocal microscopy image stacks (1 μm total thickness) acquired were analyzed with Zen 2.0 and Image J softwares.
Transcriptional analysis of FACS isolated populations
CD8
+ DC populations were isolated by flow cytometry using a BD flow cytometry for comparative purposes. RTS11, a rainbow trout monocyte/macrophage cell line established from spleen [26] was also included in some transcriptional analysis. Total cellular RNA was isolated from cell populations using the Power SYBR Green Cells-to-Ct Kit (Invitrogen) following manufacturer's instructions. RNA was treated with DNase during the process to remove genomic DNA that might interfere with the PCR reactions. Reverse transcription was also performed using the Power SYBR Green Cells-toCt Kit (Invitrogen) following manufacturer's instructions. To evaluate the levels of transcription of the different genes, real time PCR was performed with a LightCycler ® 96 System instrument (Roche) using SYBR Green PCR core Reagents (Applied Biosystems) and specific primers previously described (Table 1 ) [10, 11] . Each sample was measured in duplicate under the following conditions: 10 min at 95°C, followed by 40 amplification cycles (15 s at 95°C and 1 min at 60°C). A melting curve for each primer set was obtained by reading fluorescence every degree between 60°C and 95°C to ensure only a single product had been amplified. The expression of individual genes was normalized to the relative expression of trout housekeeping gene elongation factor 1α (EF-1α), and the expression levels were calculated using the 2
−ΔCt
method, where ΔCt is determined by subtracting the EF-1α value from the target Ct. No template negative controls and minus reverse transcriptase controls were included in all the experiments.
Analysis of T cell activating capacity
To determine the capacity of intestinal CD8 + DCs to activate T cells, we used a protocol previously described [10, 11] , a typical T cell mitogen as previously described [11] and by intracellular staining with an anti-CD3ε Ab [27] , which showed > 90% of CD3 + cells in the cultures. To carry out the T cell-stimulating test, DCs were co-cultured with isogeneic or allogenic T cell-enriched splenocytes at a ratio of 1:30 (DCs:splenocytes). After 5 days of incubation at 20°C, co-cultured samples were stained in some experiments with 7-AAD (BD Biosciences) at 2.5 μg/ml to check cell viability, and analyzed by flow cytometry to measure cell proliferation of the enriched T cell population through the degree of dilution of CellTrace Far Red vital marker. Flow cytometry analysis was performed using Flow Jo 10 software package. GATCCAGAAGGAGGTCACCA  TTACGTTCGACCTTCCATCC  AF498320  APRIL  CACAGACATACACAATGGAATGGAA  TGTGATGACAGAGGAACAAGATGAA  EF451543.1  BAFF  ATGTTTGATGCTTATTCTGGCAGG T  TGGGACTGTGTCTTGACTGTGTGTA  DQ218467  BALM  TGGAGGTACAGTAGTTCAGCAGTCG  ACTATCCAAGGAATCACCGTCACAT  NM_001124566  Batf3  CACAGAGAGCAGATGAGTTGCATAA  TTGCTCCTCAGACAGAAACTGTACC  CDQ67442.1  CCR7  TTCACTGATTACCCCACAGACAATA  AAGCAGATGAGGGAGTAAAAGGTG  JX982103  CD3  CCTGATTGGAGTAGCTGTCTAC  GCTGTACTCAGATCTGTCCATGC  XM_021582112  CD8β  GTTCAAGGCCAGTAAAAGGGACAT  GCCTCCACAACTCGTTCTCTTTCT  NM_001124008.1  CD11b  GAAATTCACTGGGGATAGAGAAACAG  CTACTCCAACTCCTGTCCCTATTATC  AM713180.2  CD80/86  GTGTTTCCTGGTTCTGGTATCTA  AACTTGCTGCTCCCTTTCCTC  FJ467621  CD83  GCTGTTGATAGCGGGAGGTA  TGTGGACTCAAGGCAATCTG  AY263793.1  CD103  AGGAGTGATCTTAAAACACCCCAAG  TGGCAGACACAACACTGTAACCTAA  CDQ67442.1  CD141  CAGAATTCAGCAACTGGAAAGACAA  ACTTTTTCCTGACAAGGTCGTTCTG  KP203844  DC-SIGN  GAGAAGGAAGGGGATTGGAG  CCCATGTGATCCTCCTGACT  NM_001124633  IFN-γ  GAAGGCTCTGTCCGAGTTCA  TGTGTGATTTGAGCCTCTGG  NM_001124620  IRF8  CCGAGGAGGAGCAGAAGAGTAAAAG  GCGGCATTGAAAGAACCCAT  AJ829674  MHC-I  GACAGTCCGTCCCTCAGTGT  CTGGAAGGTTCCATCATCGT  AF115522  MHC-II  ACACCCTTATCTGCCACGTC  TCTGGGGTGAAGCTCAGACT  AF296384  TCRα  ACGCACTTGGAATTATTCAACAAGA  GCTTCACATTTCTCTGAACCACCTA  AAA98477.1  TLR1  CAGACGCCCTGTTGATGTT C  CCTTCACAAGTTCCACCACG  NM_001166101  TLR2  GATCCAGAGCAACACTCTCAACAT  CTCCAGACCATGAAGTTGACAAAC  XM_021578334  TLR3  AGCCCTTTGCTGCCTTACAGAG  GTCTTCAGGTCATTTTTGGACACG  NM_001124578  TLR5  TTGACTTATCTTCCAACGGATTCA  CTTTGAAATTGCTGAAACCAAATG  NM_001124208  TLR7  TACAGCTTGGTAACATGACTCTCC  CAACTCTCTGAGACTTGTCGGTAA  GQ422119  TLR8a  CATCTATGTTCTCATCCAGCAACC  GGTCCCCCTAATAGACAACCTCTT  GQ422120  TLR9  TCTTCATAGAGCTGAAGAGGCCTCA  GTTCCCACTGAGGAGAAGTGTTTT  NM_001129991  TLR22 TGGACAATGACGCTCTTTTACC GAGCTGATGGTTGCAATGAGG NM_001124412 
Statistical analysis
Graphpad Prism software was used to carry out the statistical analyses. The analyses were performed using a two-tailed Student's t-test with Welch's correction when the F test indicated that the variances of both groups differed significantly. The differences between the mean values were considered significant on different degrees, where * means P ≤ 0.05, ** means P ≤ 0.01 and *** means P ≤ 0.005.
Results
Identification of CD8
+ DCs in the rainbow trout intestine (Fig. 1A) . Within the lymphoid gate, a high percentage of cells expressed CD8α on the cell surface (Fig. 1A ) (22.6% ± 8.9; n = 8).
However these cells had no MHC II expression on the surface and therefore most probably correspond to cytotoxic CD8 + T cells, known to be present in high numbers in the teleost digestive tract [24] . On the other hand, a population of cells that co-expressed CD8α and MHC II was clearly visible within the myeloid gate (Fig. 1A) . These cells represent 2.1% ± 1.1 (n = 8) of the cells included in the myeloid gate.
To corroborate that these CD8 + MHC II + cells correspond in fact to a DC subset, we FACS isolated this population and analyzed the levels of transcription of different immune genes, comparing them to those obtained in RTS11 macrophages and splenic CD8 + T cells. CD8 + MHC II + cells from the intestine had very low mRNA levels of T cell markers such as TCRα or CD3, being these levels approximately 100 fold lower than those obtained in splenic CD8 + T cells (Fig. 1B) . Interestingly, intestinal CD8 + MHC II + cells showed high expression levels of CD8β, strongly suggesting that this DC subset is CD8α/β (Fig. 1B) as the homologous population in gills [11] . Concerning the transcription of DC markers, these intestinal cells showed moderate levels of transcription of DC-SIGN and very high levels of CD83 and CD80/86 (Fig. 1B) , confirming they correspond to a DC subset. On the other hand, no CD11b transcription was detected in intestinal CD8 + DCs (Fig. 1B) .
Visualization of intestinal CD8 + DCs
To further characterize the morphology of these cells, the intestinal leukocyte populations stained with anti-CD8α and anti-MHC-II were analyzed by confocal microscopy. Fig. 2A) . With an approximate size of 8 μm and a round morphology, these cells seem to correspond to immature DCs [28] . To visualize intestinal CD8 + DCs within the intestinal mucosa, we also performed an immunofluorescence analysis through confocal microscopy in midgut and hindgut sections. Through this analysis we identified CD8 + MHC II + cells within the intestinal LP (Fig. 2B) . 
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Interestingly, within the tissue, these cells showed a characteristic DC morphology, including an irregular shape and multiple cytoplasmic extensions (Fig. 2B) . Furthermore, as can be seen in the figure, these CD8 + DCs seem to be in close contact with CD8 + T cells (MHC II − cells) (Fig. 2B ).
Transcription of markers of cross-presenting DCs in intestinal CD8
+ DCs
The skin and gills CD8 + DCs previously characterized in rainbow trout were shown to transcribe a wide range of specific markers that are exclusively expressed in mammalian DC populations with cross-presenting capacities [10, 11] . Thus, we wanted to confirm whether intestinal CD8 + DCs showed a similar transcription pattern. We observed that rainbow trout intestinal CD8 + DCs transcribe CD141, CD103, Baft3 and IRF8 (Fig. 3A) , all of them signature genes of different subsets of mammalian cross-presenting DCs [18, 29, 30] . Since TLR3 is also one of the immune genes that within mammalian DC populations are exclusively expressed in those with cross-presenting capacities [16] [17] [18] , we next studied the levels of expression of all known rainbow trout TLRs in CD8 + DCs from the intestine, comparing them to the levels observed in rainbow trout RTS11 macrophages. We found that rainbow trout intestinal CD8 + DCs transcribed all TLR genes studied at very high levels, including TLR3 (Fig. 3B) .
Responsiveness of intestinal CD8 + DCs to a TLR3 agonist
To further investigate the responsiveness of intestinal CD8 + DCs to TLR3 ligands, we incubated intestinal leukocytes with poly I:C (a known TLR3 agonist) and after 16 h of incubation, we FACS isolated the cultures not treated with poly I:C. Surprisingly, we found that poly I:C stimulation decreased the levels of transcription of CCR7 and IFNγ (Fig. 4) . Conversely, poly I:C stimulation provoked a significant upregulation of CD80/86 transcription levels (Fig. 4) .
T cell stimulating capacities of intestinal CD8 + DCs
One of the main defining features of DCs is their capacity to stimulate T cells [31] . DCs can activate T cells in an antigen-dependent fashion but are also one of the few cell types that can directly activate naïve T cells [32] . Thus, to confirm this, we incubated isolated intestinal CD8 + DCs with either isogeneic (from the same fish) or allogeneic (from a different fish) T cell-enriched cultures. We observed that in both cases, the addition of intestinal CD8 + DCs to these cultures significantly activated the proliferation of T cells (Fig. 5) , although the effect was stronger in allogeneic cultures.
Phagocytic capacity of CD8 + DCs in the rainbow trout intestine
Although the main function of DCs is to present antigen and not to clear pathogens from the circulation, they exert a high phagocytic capacity, equivalent to that of other professional phagocytes, to uptake antigens [33] . In rainbow trout intestine, we found that none of the cells from the lymphoid gate showed significant phagocytic capacities (Fig. 6A-C) . Within the myeloid gate, CD8 + DCs were the main cells with phagocytic activity, since 47.54% ± 20.48 of these cells exhibited a high phagocytic capacity, while only 6.86% ± 4.23 of the CD8 − cells within this gate had the capacity to phagocytose beads (Fig. 6A-C) . Furthermore, the mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) of internalized beads within CD8 + DCs was significantly higher than that observed in CD8 − cells within the myeloid gate (Fig. 6C ).
When the phagocytic capacity of intestinal CD8 + DCs was compared to that of the equivalent population in rainbow trout gills from the same animals, we found that while there were no differences between the percentages of cells with phagocytic potential between the two populations (Fig. 6D) , the number of microparticles that these cells could ingest (measured as the MFI value) was significantly higher in the case of intestinal CD8 + DCs than that of gills CD8 + DCs (Fig. 6E) .
CCR7 surface levels in intestinal CD8 + DCs
In mammals, CCR7 expression is up-regulated in activated DCs that consequently migrate to the lymph node following CCL19 and CCL21 ligands to encounter cognate T cells [34] . Thus, we also studied whether CD8 + DCs in the rainbow trout intestine expressed CCR7 on the cell surface using a specific anti-CCR7 polyclonal antibody previously characterized in our laboratory [25] . We found that although only a minor percentage of lymphoid cells (mainly CD8 + cells) expressed CCR7 on the cell membrane ( Fig. 7A-C) , 25.15% ± 20.38 of the CD8 + cells in the myeloid gate (CD8 + DCs) expressed CCR7 ( Fig. 7A and B) .
Interestingly, although the percentage of myeloid CD8 − cells with CCR7 on the membrane was significantly lower (Fig. 7A and B) , the amount of CCR7 they exhibited on the cell membrane was similar among CCR7 + cells from the two myeloid subsets (Fig. 7C) .
When CCR7 expression levels were compared between CD8 + DCs from gills and intestine, we found that a higher percentage of gill CD8 + DCs had CCR7 on the cell membrane (Fig. 7D ) and the levels of expression per cell were also higher in gill CD8 + DCs than in intestinal CD8 + DCs (Fig. 7E) .
Transcription of B-regulating cytokines by intestinal CD8 + DCs
DCs not only present antigens to T cells, but also regulate the function of neighboring cells through the secretion of cytokines. Among these cytokines, the production of cytokines from the tumor necrosis factor (TNF) superfamily, such as B cell activating factor (BAFF) and a proliferation-inducing ligand (APRIL), especially regulates the functionality of B cells [35] . In teleost fish, a third cytokine with close similarity to both BAFF and APRIL, designated as BALM (BAFF and APRIL-like molecule) is also known to regulate some functions of B cells [36] . Hence, we investigated whether intestinal CD8 + DCs transcribed these three cytokines, comparing the transcription levels to those of gills CD8 + DCs. We found that both gills and intestinal CD8 + DCs transcribed very high levels of BAFF and APRIL but much lower levels of BALM (Fig. 8) . were isolated by flow cytometry, total RNA extracted and used to study the levels of transcription of cross-presenting DCs markers (A) and TLRs (B) by real time PCR. RNA was also obtained from RTS-11 monocytes-macrophages for comparative reasons. Results are shown as relative expression levels to the endogenous control EF1α (mean + SD; n = 3-9). 
Discussion
Intestinal DCs are known to regulate tolerance mechanisms to harmless antigens that go through the intestinal tract, being also involved in mounting immune responses to pathogens [23] . Therefore, these cells are key factors in maintaining the balance between tolerance and immunity in this mucosal surface. In this context, after having identified a CD8 + DC subset in rainbow trout skin and gills, we thought of great relevance to establish if an equivalent DC subset was present in the intestinal mucosa. In the current work, we have verified that such subset exists. These cells that express both CD8α and MHC II on the cell surface, show insignificant transcription levels of T cell specific genes, while expressing genes characteristic of DCs such as DC-SIGN, CD83 and CD80/86. This transcriptional profile, together with a verification of their phagocytic and T stimulating capacities, unequivocally point to this population being a DC subset. Many different subsets of DCs are found in mammals. These subsets are characterized by their location and the presence of specific surface markers. Interestingly, the profile of these markers is not the same in homologous populations from different species [18, 37] . Among these subpopulations, some specific DC subsets have the capacity to crosspresent antigens, that is, to uptake external antigens and present them in an MHC I context through a mechanism still not fully understood [12, 38] . Murine cross-presenting DCs include lymphoid CD8 + DCs [13] and mucosal CD103 + DCs [14] , whereas in humans, cross-presenting DCs are characterized by the expression of CD141 [15] . Despite these differences, all DCs with cross-presenting capacities from both mice and human share common exclusive features, such as TLR3 [16] [17] [18] , Flt3 ligand, IFR8 [19, 20] and Batf3 [21, 22] expression. Interestingly, a similar molecular signature was found in cross-presenting DCs in sheep, which express CD26 as a specific surface marker [39] . Thus, the fact that all these diverse cross-presenting subsets shared these and other specific traits strongly pointed to the existence of a common ancestor. In this sense, the identification of subpopulation of DCs in teleost skin, gills and now in intestine co-expressing CD8, CD103, CD141, TLR3, IRF8 and Batf3 pointed to these cells as those potential common ancestors for mammalian cross-presenting DCs. [12, 38] . Remarkably, when we studied the localization of CD8 + DCs in the intestinal mucosa, we visualized them in the LP, often in close contact with cytotoxic CD8 + T cells. This suggests that in fish, as in mammals, this DC subset is responsible for the activation of cytotoxic CD8 + T cells, being therefore, a key target to direct viral antigens to during the optimization of oral antiviral vaccines. In teleost fish, because organized secondary lymphoid structures, such as Peyer's patches or mesenteric lymph nodes are missing [42] , the intestinal LP has been proposed as both an inductive and effector site [43] , in which antigen sampling and presentation as well as effector functions could simultaneously take place. Although this hypothesis remains to be demonstrated, the fact that teleost intestine is a T cell rich tissue [24, 27] , and the identification of DCs that in some cases seemed in close contact with cytotoxic T cells supports this hypothesis. Indeed the low levels of surface CCR7 expression detected on intestinal CD8 + DCs when compared to the equivalent population in rainbow trout gills strongly suggests that in the intestine DCs can activate T cells locally without a need to migrate to external T cell-rich areas. It is well known that local environmental conditions and maturation states will shape the functionality of the different DC lineages in different tissues. Therefore, we compared additional characteristics of intestinal CD8 + DCs to that of gills CD8 + DCs. We verified that although the percentages of DCs actively phagocyting microparticles were similar in both tissues, intestinal CD8 + DCs seemed to have a superior capacity to ingest microparticles (they could ingest a significantly higher number of particles). In mammals, a superior capacity to phagocytose is associated with an immature stage, given that as DCs mature they start to lose their capacity to uptake antigens [44] . Interestingly, mammalian steady state immature DCs exhibit a continuous endocytic activity through which they continuously present innocuous antigens to T cells, thus facilitating tolerance [45] . Therefore, it seems probable that a higher phagocytic capacity of intestinal DCs is associated with a more tolerogenic profile. Along this line, it was surprising to observe that intestinal CD8 + DCs responded to stimulation with a TLR3 agonist by down-regulating some immune genes, mainly CCR7 and IFNγ, while at the same time, the up-regulation of CD80/86 suggested that these cells were maturing in response to the stimulation [46] . This suggests that the activity of this population is tightly regulated in the intestine, given that poly I:C stimulation of rainbow trout CD8 + DCs from skin significantly increased the transcription of a wide range of immune genes [10] . On the other hand, the capacity of intestinal DCs to regulate B cells through the secretion of cytokines from the TNF family of ligands, is equivalent to that of gill DCs, pointing to the interaction between T cells and DCs as a critical factor in the regulation of oral tolerance.
In conclusion, we have identified for the first time DCs within the intestinal mucosa of teleost fish. This DC subset expresses a wide range of genes specific of mammalian DC subsets with cross-presenting capacities. The fact that rainbow trout CD8 + DCs in the intestine were found in some cases in close contact with CD8 + T cells suggests that as mammalian cross-presenting DC subsets, the DC population identified is responsible for the regulation of cytotoxic T cell activities. On the other hand, the functional and phenotypic characterization of this population points to a more immature state than that of the homologous populations in gills or skin. Thus, understanding how DCs interact with lymphoid cells in the LP seems to be quite relevant for the future design of vaccines/adjuvants that are able to circumvent oral tolerance.
